D'.er -‘■niierrogatory Anijwerai CA 75-1 44S 

I’v© gon® uliToiif^ "tho Johnson Xls^ *thv CiJl on. to rolo^tsc^ ‘thsxsr 
xuarkiujs to vitlihold# 

iliia stuff i.P q,ulto valuable as it rolntOK to unju-^uifioi vfitholdini; and 
otbor dirty workSf like kidding* officinls* 

Tho Inter ia Hhoada conference memo in whicht a yeciT af"cer he bad the au'copsy 
pictures and X— rc5i'’3§ lie diC not t^ll hJ la**yor Reial 

i’horo ap-x'ara t > be a clf^or pattern in iw^rameaeines* m a rk a- n g of what to witlw 
hold-on^ thinij cr^ dbl<^ that could linJ: CIA to LHC v^Mle having rio objection to 
th:* neani/igless: anothlni; tliat would diacloo*^ anything about the fabricator Ugarte 
(Agent D) because t e CLfi vaatol to aakc a deal of this and I have it in the Rocca 
aemo to the Koc'^»feller Coin ission)* 

It appor re to ue that aotie of tliat suuted for v.d.tbholdiric had alr^-udy bo^ui 
feleased in other fonu. 

Sveiything on Losunko is wjLthhidd. ?roa thi^ list it api>eurs that the ZU^ (pt the 
Com lesion to oait him from the Report. 

I think t}i6 VoBGncraft letter is the sozac one we*ve had. A rereading telle 
lue the^'^ is a case for legcl obllgEtlonn rtstinj on Rhoadn that he ~ld not neot, 
tli£;t tie hac^ authority to dlscloso one suppmssed,. 

X*ni not going to write a lueiao on tLxb. X'll stark up ssy copy fox* our diucuauiun 
when we go into ne^i ii^torrogatorics. Tills is be Vfauablo for them and for Inforiilng 
th<^ Judge. 

X air. sure we can s-ake a caoo for the u1a*b dsliberate violation of the l'«ats. 7/65 
directive on disclose and the total lack of basis fo2* the tllA’s d^^cision from what ic 
available nov; aT.d was ordered withhold by *ielnc then. I have ecme of these records and 
am ccrtcJln there never wna bests for wlthhcldini^^" under guidelines or XiOe. I wonder 
if you can domand an explanati on of saoh and every wlt hh oloing to establish that 
the withholdings were improper and a baoio for alleging those tliat recjain are# 

Vft can have real fun wlti tlvj Soviet Hralnwaaliing Techniques mocio Helms ordered 
wlthlield. i\ny invHnilgatjbon of that would have leu to their kil li n g of thbir own uan> 
Olson, vfith thttr own LSD. I have this, ho basis for withholding. Saiae with one on 
kidnapping. I think we want to include a question of their help with the boolc 
It lias the essonoo Ox the Uoaenko story and was publishe-1 prlox' to the mere recent 
oraer to witiiho,d the Honenko stuff. 

For my own understanding one. thinklnij I*d l i k e to know if we have the ri^t in 
the new interrogatorion to ad^irees the CIA* a record on those withholdings as a basis 
for claining they violate the official VK and DJ inctructions and standards as thus 
persuading the Judge that the continued withholding is for other than sanctioned reasons. 

Not the *'nd88ing” on the highly-Kilaasified. 

I think we'll want to go back to my initial request for these transcripts, all, and 
ask what was done to leam if they could comply prior to thdr rejection and the basis 
on which that rojecteion wao made. 

I do not - khink Robinson will be as patient as Cre ui and that if we make out a 
good case before him we *11 be in better shape and have a bettor chance of having a 
Judge do something to tliose people who hide to prevent ambaiT6.B3iLaat onli' and arc 
fttvolous in their acts and decisions and misuse regulations, EOs and lav and courts. 

*'ot‘ that •Johnson said we *d sue so the CIA knew it iiad to make a case. They have not 
provided us with a roaaonable answer to what ‘^ohnson wrote. I have Just received some 
of these records from the CIA, as I recall suggesting they were Just made available to ise. 

EastUy, 




